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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The amendment received on 07/21/2008 has been considered. It as been noted that claims 
43,45,47, and 48 have been amended. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained tliougli the invention is not identical!} disclosed or described as set Ibilh in section 
102 of this title, il'tlie differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior ;u-t are sucli that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person havmg ordmary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claim 43,45,47, and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rautila (US 6,524,189) in view of Sagesaka ct al (US 5,619,361). 

Re claims 43,45,47, and 48: Rautila teaches a service system, comprising a portable 
terminal (200, 310); a processing machine body/mainframe (330) which performs a service in 
accordance with service information from the portable terminal; and an external station (320) 
capable of communicating with the portable terminal by short distance wireless, the portable 
terminal (200) including a first receiving (260) to receive game information on an execution 
progress of the service from the processing machine body (see abstract; figs.2 and 3; cols.2 and 
4); a storing section configured to store history information on the user who possesses the 
portable terminal, on the basis of the received progress information (see col.6, lines 36-52); a 
second receiving section (262) configured to receive, from the external station (320), service 
information and guidance information indicating another external station which is different from 
the external station and is capable of acquiring another service information which is different 
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from the service information when the portable terminal reaches an area of the short distance 
wireless / Bluetooth; a first transmitting section (260) configured to transmit the received service 
information to the processing machine body; a second transmitting section (262) configured to 
transmit the history information to the external station when the portable terminal reaches the 
area of the short distance wireless / Bluetooth. 

However, Rautila does not explicitly teach a guiding section configured to guiding the 
user to said another external station on the basis of the guidance information, the external station 
including a third receiving section configured to receive the history information transmitted from 
the portable terminal when the portable terminal reaches the area of the short distance wireless; a 
generating section configured to generate the service information by referring to the received 
history information; and a third fransmitting secretion configured to fransmit the guidance 
information and the generated service information to the portable terminal. 

Sagcsaka et al teaches a section configured to instructing the user to said extemal station / 
base station on the basis of the guidance information, the extemal station including a receiving 
section configured to receive the history information fransmitted from the portable terminal when 
the portable terminal reaches the area of the short distance wireless; a generating section 
configured to generate the service information by referring to the received history information; 
and a transmitting secretion configured to transmit the game information and the generated 
service information to the portable terminal (see col.2, lines 25-40). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to make this combination of the teachings of Rautila and Sagesaka so has to 
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have a system with a two way communication thereby making the game more realistic and hence 
increasing the player enjoyment of the game. 

4. Claims 44 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rautila 
(US 6,524,189) in view of Sagesaka et al (US 5,619,361) and further in view of lemura (US 
5,943,340). 

Re claims 44 and 46: Rautila teaches the generating section of the external station allows 
the service information to include privilege information when the access history information 
satisfies a predetermined condition (se ecol.6, lines 39-52). 

However, Rautila and Sagesaka do not explicitly teach wherein the history information 
stored in the storing section of the portable terminal includes access history information which 
indicates a history that the portable terminal has accessed the external station. 

lemura teaches wherein the history information of the portable terminal includes access 
history information which indicates a history that the portable terminal has accessed the external 
station / base station (see col.1, lines 6-16; col.2, lines 42-67). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Rautila, Sagesaka et al, and lemura. One would 
be motivated to do this so as to have a system whereby records of users access of the portable to 
the external station is kept and where the history is used to determine the access privileges of the 
user. 
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Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 07/21/2008 have been fully considered but are not 
persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that Rautila is silent regarding whether the message is 
sent directly from another player's game unit or from the base station, the examiner disagrees. 
The examiner points out that fig.3, it is shown that a portable device/mobile phone is in constant 
communication with the base station as well as col.2, lines 46-67 teaches clearly on the portable 
device being in communication with the base station and other portable user devices. 

In response to the argument that neither Rautila nor Sagesaka fail to disclose or suggest a 
second receiving section..., the examiner disagrees. The examiner points out that Rautila teaches 
s second receiving/transmission section in fig. 2 with the teaching on transceiver 2. 

In response to the argument that Sagesaka is silent and fails to suggest or disclose a 
guiding section configured to guide user to another external station on the basis of guidance 
information, the examiner disagrees. The examiner points out that the summary of invention 
section of Sagesaka and cols.2 and 3 teach this limitation. The examiner points specifically to 
lines 29-34 of col.2 that teaches the feature of transmitting/processing of machine designating 
information based on the feedback gotten from the portable device also found in col. 3. This 
information includes as interpreted, information of every data that affects the functionality of the 
system of the portable device. 

In response to the argument that the combination of Rautila and Sagesaka fails to suggest 
a third transmitting section configured to transmit guidance information for indicating another 
external station, the examiner disagrees. The examiner points out that in addition to the above 
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response that the combination of Sagesaka and Rautila teaches this feature of third transmitting 
section since Rautila teaches the first and second transmitter, combining and modifying Rautila 
with Sagesaka's transmitting section provides the third transmitting section. 

In response to the argument that it would not have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Rautila and Sagesaka, the examiner 
disagrees. In response to apphcant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some 
teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F. 2d 1071, 
5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 
1992). In this case, both Rautila and Sagesaka teach a network processing system. It is also well 
known that for a mobile phone as taught by Rautila, for signal to be received/acquired from the 
nearest signal tower, therefore it is obvious for a portable mobile phone network system to 
require and utilize information about close base stations for easy access to transmitted/received 
information and data. 

In response to the applicant's argument regarding claims 45-48, the examiner disagrees in 
light of the responses already presented above on the similar arguments. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Adetokunbo O. Torimiro whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1345. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (Sam - 4pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter Vo can be reached on (571) 272-4690. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

/A. 0. 1.1 

Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



/John M Hotaling II/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



